Dear Phil, 2/4/85 

You conclude your l/31 by thanking me for my "brutal candor." I did intend the 
candor but I certainly did not intend to be brutal. I hips you use a figure of 
speech? Without candor I do not serve your interest, but I ought be able to be 
direct and unequivocal without brutality. If you meant other than a figure of 
speech, please believe mo that was not my intent. 

Probably I sent the letter unread and uncorrected. ®his is because I lead a 
strange kind of life, before these illnesses 1 was into too rajich. How I have too 
little time and for the first time in years am taking some time for fun. Orioles 
and Eedskins games, Doug Flutie’s long before his Hail i-iary fame, and the superb 
nature programming on PBS and infrequent drama. So 1 still have little tine. It 
was 2:15 when I sat down at the typewriter and I'vo been cut of bed since 5 : 50 . 

Blood tes, walking therapy, taking wife shopping with forecast of being iced in 
tomorrow, and to the bank, then getting firewood in and for the first time in weeks 
splitting a little for the upper-body exercise. The days go and I rush. 4s X 
believe I told you, the three parts of the en baca petition are all rough drafts. 

The first was rushed because 1 feared complications of the bronchial infect, based 
on the past. Bts. I did want to be pointed and to get your attention but the last 
thing in my mind, not there at all, was hurt. If I did, I'm sorry. 

How that I’m into this and now that you have an F0J.4 request, may I suggest that 
as you rethink your Zapruder peiee you rethink more deeply and see if wider application, 
more in your thinking than in your writing, is appropriate? 

Begin with three basic assumptions: the crime itself was never really investi- 
gated officially and we thus are limited to a) disclosed official records and b) 
what we pick up on our own. Then, as you evaluate information , whatever its source, 
ask yourself is this reasonable, is the world, tins way, is this the v;ay people are, 
is it how they act? There will be great variable, especially with people, but each 
is susceptible of individual evaluation. As you found out with mine of Jimmy and 
will, of CO.ver Patterson. 

Doing back to the Z fio m, for years there have been stories of pirated copies, 
before Garrison provided copies of the specially prepared one Life gave him. From 
my knowledge of it I warned him that identification was built in, obvious from 
altered exposures and colors. I think it more likely that CIA got one of these 
than that Laniarre got his fine print from the family. (That is what he told me.) 

I do not sec how CIA could have had the original for doctoring and I do not see 
how, before autopsy, it could have known what alterations it might want to make. 

I tlierefore assume that with CIA involvement, of which we have no proof, it would 
have done nothing at all. That is the way it and other such agencies work. While 
I've not studied it for years, my original belif is unchanged, the only alterations 
officialdom would have wanted is the elimination of frames. Not doctoring, which 
was much too risky at any point. 

I also believe that if the CIA had any involvement, it would not have been 
official, on the McCone level and as I recall clearly having said on a Chicago talk 
show in the late 60s, probably late 1967, if part had the job done, say the VH 
gang, they'd have made it look like someone else did it and if within the agency, 
other part with motive, like the Cuban gang. 

I don't.. know if this is at all helpful, but what is solid is that the CIA 
deliberately withheld, v?hat it withheld questioned the possibility of the official 
solution, and it was dishonest in other ways - in such a crime. And I think you 
should check what 1 have in PhotoW on the film and camera, from the time it left 
Dallas. 



_ aa ^ about Ferrio-LHO relevance and I can respond only by theorizing, 
which 1 generally do not want to do outside ny own heqd. and include an approach 
that when -• v;as young and investigative reporting I found helpfu, probably earlier 
but have no specific recollection. If it is a tough nut seek the most probable 
certainty and bulluog the hell oat of it. And without Occam ever out of mind! Avoid 
the Byzantine, the oriental, etc. Simplest formulations). And we do have a Ferrie 
certainty's he left W.O. so fast after the Marcello case ended the day of the 
assassination he can almost be said to have fled. And, v?ithout apparent reason, kept 
phoning back. Theesshe returned voluntarily. I think this is consistent with having 
something. to fear, not vacationing. Or £s prospecting business opportunities. So, 
with the entire world knowing JFK was of fed, what did he hr 
was the violence of some of what he 
likely that he knew LHO in the CAP. 


lave to fear? I doubt it 

said about JFK needing offing. I third: it is more 
, If nothing else, that, combineisd: with some of 

w..iat he A said, is enough to have scared him. Why was he calling back? To see if any- 
ine w«3 looking for him. By tho tine 6. Wray Will got the message to him he knew, as 
the world knew, that the official line was a lone nut assassin. So, he spent tho 
night with a moderately strange and antagonistic character Tommy Something I 
interviewed, and then went to Garrison’ a office. To face incompetence there and 
.iaLii-oj ost f-'-Oii the I 1 Hi and SS« j. doubt there is any Ferrie connection with the 
crime itself. This means that with the passing of tine and access to more records X 
see no conspiracy of which Ferrie was part. 


I assume tliat the GIa tears uo what assassination writing it can and I know 
veiy well the. FBI does. With the nutty stuff it lias little trouble. With what it 
cannot fault it plays its ovna kind; of tricks, lisp, with Hoover in any way in- 
volved. Wert time you are here look at its contortions to tell Hoover he was right 
when. he was wrong and. X used a picture to prove that he was wrong. He’d been asked 
by the WC why Oswald didn't shoot as the motorace was approaching the TSBD. Bis 
response wa that thees were in his way. The fact is that U ouston is the only street 
without trees. But .l;e FBI satisfied Hoover that he was right when he was so"verv 
obviously and irrefutable wrong. 


i assume also that the FBI and CIA. have analyses specially filed not to 
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on searching. With the Fsl, I assume some of the i>4 files at imm and 30s in the 
iiej.d ox i. ices. We've seen only what was disclosed in the main tissassinatioii files. 

These i og|:icies are always concerned about criticism of them because it con 
always 'be against them in ways we rarely think of. For example, the Congress. 

So they arc prepared to respond to criticism, and not uncommonly they equate what 
tt~*y ~<*. ^ ,.rbss wit i what is silly. Except fer this one con job on Hoover's ego 

U tiiink he knew what was what) they SiHJsessi addressed no and. ay work with false 
political rhetoric and slander. In effect, by blackmailing the audience, from LBJ 
aowh. They tried to do this with all of the first of us, even using another Edward 
Epstemn to redbait him. 


For your understanding of the FBI, the first law is cover its ass, the second 
cover your own. And regardless, it is always right. On the rare occasions it is 
j.orced^to justify itself, it always has control and eotnrivcs a cover up. As in the 
hosty a laps, their investigations of which 1 have in a separate subject filing. They 
held the Congress of until they'd rigged their deal. And it worked. 


Again in haste. 
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